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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/ Restrictions 

1. Restriction to one of tlie following inventions Is required under 35 
U.S.C. 121: 

I. Claims 1-10 and 28-37, drawn to a method for handling a 
request for a file transfer, classified In class 713, subclass 181. 

II. Claims 11-20 and 38r47, drawn to a method for handling a 
request to continue downloading a partially transferred 
encrypted file, classified In class 713, subclass 176. 

III. Claims 21-27 and 48-54, drawn to a method for file 
authentication and key distribution, classified in class 713, 
subclass 176. 

2. The inventions I, II, and III are directed to related processes. The 
related inventions are distinct If the (1) the inventions as claimed are either 
not capable of use together or can have a materially different design, mode 
of operation, function, or effect; (2) the inventions do not overlap In scope. 
I.e., are mutually exclusive; and (3) the inventions as claimed are not 
obvious variants. See MPEP § 806.05(j). In the instant case, the inventions 
as claimed have different functions and effects (I.e., a method for handling a 
request for a file transfer, a method for handling a request to continue 
downloading a partially transferred encrypted file, and a method for verifying 
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downloaded files). Furthermore, the inventions as claimed do not 
encompass overlapping subject matter and there is nothing of record to 
show them to be obvious variants. 

3. Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons 
given above and there would be a serious burden on the examiner if 
restriction is not required because the inventions have acquired a separate 
status in the art in view of their different classification, restriction for 
examination purposes as Indicated is proper. 

4. Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons 
given above and there would be a serious burden on the examiner if 
restriction is not required because the inventions require a different field of 
search (see MPEP § 808.02), restriction for examination purposes as 
indicated is proper. 

5. Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons 
given above and there would be a serious burden on the examiner if 
restriction is not required because the inventions have acquired a separate 
status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject matter, restriction 
for examination purposes as indicated Is proper. 
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6. During a teleplione conversation witli Richard Lay on 2/12/07 a 
provisionai eiection.was made witli traverse to prosecute tlie invention of 
group I, claims 1-10 and 28-37. Affirmation of this election must be made 
by applicant in replying to this Office action. Claims 11-27 and 38-54 are 
withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as 
being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

7. Applicant Is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non- 
elected invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.48(b) if one or more of the currently named Inventors is no longer an 
inventor of at least one claim remaining in the application. Any amendment 
of inventorship must be accompanied by a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) 
and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.17(i). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country 
or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application 
for patent In the United States. 



Application/Control Number: 10/678,936 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2132 

9. Claims 1-4, 7, 28-31 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Higashi et al. (2002/0107806). Higashi discloses a 
method comprising: receiving a request to transfer a file. I.e., to purchase a 
content (fig. 2, step 1001; paragraphs 0012, 0100); locating the requested 
file stored in a memory (paragraph 0015); computing a unique identifier 
corresponding to the requested file, i.e., determining a content ID 
corresponding to the requested file (paragraphs 0074-75, 0112, 0117); 
choosing a first key Kl, i.e., content key (paragraphs 0014, 0074); 
encrypting Kl, and the unique Identifier with a second key K2, a public key, 
to generate a first value (paragraphs 0080-0083, 0094); encrypting the 
requested file with the first key, Kl, to generate a second value (paragraphs 
0015, 0128); and transferring the first and second values (paragraph 0016). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for ail obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 5-6 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Higashi as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
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Bennett (6,963,923). Higashi does not disclose that Interruption occurs to 
tine transmission of the second value and when it happens, transmission of 
the second value will be resumed without retransferring the entire second 
value. Bennett discloses that file transmission interruptions do occur. 
Bennett also discloses a method for file transfer restart without 
retransferring the entire file in the event of file transmission interruption 
(Abstract; col. 1, lines 42-53). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary in the art at the time the invention was made to Incorporate 
Bennett method of file transfer restart In the event of file transmission 
interruption into Higashi method for file transfer. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to avoid the need to retransfer the entire file (Abstract). 

12. Claims 8-10 and 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Higashi as applied to claims 1 above, and further in view 
of Carpentier et al. (6,807,632). Higashi discloses that the unique identifier 
is the content ID. Higashi does not disclose that the content ID Is an MD5 
checksum of the content. Carpentier disclose using an MD5 checksum of 
content, i.e., a cryptographic hash binary sequence identifier of digital 
content, as the content ID (Abstract; col. 8, line 32 - col. 9, line 20). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Higashi method to use an MD5 checksum of 
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content as the content ID, as taught by Carpentier. Not only such identifiers 
are human readable and easily communicated for use, they can also be used 
to show conclusively whether two digital contents are identical (col. 8, lines 
57-65; col. 9, lines 4-15). 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,226,618 to Downs et al. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,868,403 to Wiser et al. 

U.S. Patent No. 7,065,787 to Ganesan et al. 

U.S. Patent App. Publication No. 2002/0099663 to Yoshino et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Minh Dinh whose telephone number 
is 571-272-3802. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 
10:00am-6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from tlie Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications Is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272^ 
1000. 
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Examiner 
Art Unit 2132 
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